48                      ON "INTERVENTION,"

native rulers, but of a people against the superior
power of foreign rulers, they fall within the rules
which we have found to be applicable to quarrels
between distinct nations. In so far then as they are
of this character, whenever the justice of the case
is palpably and wholly on one side, so that by the
conduct of the opposite party either some universally
recognised rule of public law, or some fundamental
principle of morality, or some undoubted right inci-
dental to humanity, such as that of a nation to reject
the yoke of a foreign government, has been contra-
vened, there can be no doubt that intervention would,
on our present supposition that its object could be
effected without expense and without war, be both
lawful and desirable. But, in each instance, the double
category to which such contests belong, and the degree
in which they belong to each, must be taken into con-
sideration in any question as to the right of inter-
vention. In the contest, for instance, of Italy with
Austria the element of distinct nationality so far
predominates as that the case may fairly be considered
to come under the rules by which the right of inter-
vention between separate nations is determined ; and,
judged by these rules, it is a case in which interven-
tion, on the present hypothesis, might properly be
exercised. As regards Poland, on th$ other hand, and
as regards Hungary, the occurrences have in their
nature more of insurrection against native rulers than
of resistance to a foreign yoke, and in them therefore
the right of a foreign state to pass judgment is less
clearly assured.